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DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

RECEIVED
SEP - 9 1997

FfD£Iw. COMIUfrATX».s COMMIsaoN
OfFICE Of THE SECRETARY

Re: Request for !dpligd MoelifiqtiOD ofLATA Bonelan to Provide ELCS From
the Bell Adantic-\jninia. Inc. lBA-VA) Cumberland Exchapge to Central
Telephone CompanY o(Virginia's Prospect Exchange; CC Docket No. 96-159

Dear Mr. Caton:

Bell Atlantic-Virginia, Inc. (BA-VA) hereby submits this request for a LATA boundary
modification to provide expanded local calling service (ECLS) from its Cumberland
exchange to Central Telephone Company ofVirginia's Prospect exchange.

In its order released July IS, 19971 ("Order"), the Commission established an ongoing
process for requesting LATA boundary modifications to provide ELCS. This request is
filed pursuant to the provisions contained in that order. Attached please find the support
documentation required by the Commission to approve the requested modification.

Should you have any questions regarding this material please do not hesitate to contact
me.

Sincerely,

Attachment

cc: G. Matise
A Thomas

1 "In the Matter ofPetitions for Limited Modification ofLATA Boundaries to Provide Expanded Local
Calling Service (ECLS) at Various Locations", CC Docket No. 96-159, released July 15, 1997.
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Request (or Limited Modification ofLATA Boundaries to Provide ELCS From BeD
Adantic • Virginia's Cumberland Exchange to Central Telephone Company of
Virginia's Prospect Exchange

(1) Ty:pe ofService
Traditional Local Service, Non Optional ELCS

~) ~QnofService

Two-way

(3) Exchanges Involved
ELCS from Bell Atlantic - Vrrginia's Cumberland exchange located in the Richmond,
VIrginia LATA to Central Telephone Company of Vtrginia's Prospect exchange
located in the Lynchburg, Vrrginia LATA

(4) Name ofCarriers
Cumberland - Bell Atlantic - Vtrginia
Prospect - Central Telephone Company ofVtrginia

(5) State Commission M1proval
The Vtrginia State Corporation Commission issued a Fmal Order on August 25, 1997
approving ELCS for this route. A copy of the Final Order and Commission Staff
Report is attached.

(6) Number ofNetwork Access Lines
Cumberland Exchange - 2,042
Prospect Exchange - 993

(7) Usage Data
Messages per main station per month

Cumberland to Prospect - 0.24
Prospect to Cumberland - 0.52

Percent ofsubscribers making calls
Cumberland to Prospect - Data not available
Prospect to Cumberland - Data not available



-2-

(8) Poll Resylts
CumberJand to Prospect

Public notice was provided to Cumberland alStOmers via newspaper display
advertisement. No comments or requests for hearing were received.

Prospect to Cumberland
Sixty percent ofthose responding voted favorably.

ELCS Rate Increase - Cumberland
Residential

Flat Rate SO.07
Message Rate SO.05
Measured Rate $0.05
Exclwtge Only $0.06
Economy SO.03

Business
Flat Rate Line $0.28
Message Rate Line $0.06
Measured Rate Line $0.06
Flat PBX Trunk $0.44
Message PBX Trunk $0.06
Measured PBX Trunk $0.06

ELCS Rate Increase - Prospect
Residential

Flat Rate, Single Party SI.79
Flat Rate, Two Party $1.53
Flat Rate, Four Party S1.67

Business
Flat Rate, Single Party $3.50
Flat Rate, Two Party S3.10
Flat Rate, Four Party $3.26
Flat Rate, Key $5.32
Flat Rate PBX Trunk S7.11
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(9) Community ofInterest Statement
The ELCS process started with a petition from the Prospect exchange subsaibers for
local calling to a number ofexchanges surrounding Fannville. Cumberland was one of
those ex:cbanges. Farmville is the regional commercial, medical, transportation and
educational center for the area. As the area grows there is an increasing commonality
among these outlying exchanges. The Cumberland exchange is located in Cumberland
County and the Prospect exchange in Prince Edward County. Almost half of the out­
commuters from Cumberland County work in Prince Edward County. Almost 37010 of
the in-commuters to Cumberland County come from Prince Edward County. Since
these exchanges are only 8 miles apart, there is sure to be family interests between the
two exchanges as well. The survey of Prospect subscribers indicated a significant
interest in calling to Cumberland and the public notice to Cumberland customers
generated no adverse responses.

(10) Maps
Maps are attached for the Cumberland, Fannville and Prospect exchanges.

(11) Other Pertinent Infonnation

Chronology
On May IS, 1995, Central Telephone Company of VJrginia's C'Centel") subscribers
petitioned the Vtrginia State Corporation Commission for Extended Local Calling
Service (ELCS) to Bell Atlantic - VlI'ginia's Cumberland exchange. The Commission
directed Cente1 to determine the change in monthly rates to provide ELCS from
Prospect to Cumberland and several other Centel exchanges. Centel surveyed an ofits
Prospect subscribers regarding their willingness to pay the additional rates. Sixty
percent ofthe subscribers responding voted favorably.

The Commission then directed Bell Atlantic - VJrginia to determine rates for ELCS
from Cumberland to Prospect. Bell Atlantic - Vtrginia provided public notice via
newspaper display advertising to its Cumberland subscribers. No comments or
requests for a public hearing were received.

On August 25, 1997, the State Corporation Commission issued a Final Order
approving Extended Local Calling Service between Cumberland and Prospect.
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Vtrginia State Code. Section 56-484.2
This section of the Vtrginia State Code allows customers to petition the State
Corporation Commission for ELCS to an exchange which is adjacent to their local
service area (local calling area). A copy of this section is attached. Prospect's local
service area includes the Fannville exchange. The Farmville exchange is adjacent to
the Cumberland exchange. The LATA boundary between the Richmond and
Lynchburg LATA's is the boundaJy between the Cumberland and Fannville exchanges.
InterLATA ELCS was approved between Cumberland and FannviI1e by the United
States District Court, Washington, D.C. on September 7, 1993.

Attachments
VIrginia State Corporation Commission Public Notice Report ofAlan R Wickham in
Case No. PUC960127

VtrgiIUa State Corporation Commission Fmal Order in Case No. PUC960127

Vtrginia State Corporation Commission Public Notice Report ofAlan R Wickham
in Case No. PUC970031

VIrginia State Corporation Commission Fmal Order in Case No. PUC970031

Map ofthe Cumberland exchange

Map ofthe Fannville exchange

Map ofthe Prospect exchange

VIrginia LATA map

Vtrginia State Code, Section 56-484.2

Order allowing ELCS between Cumberland and Fannville dated September 7, 1993
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSIO!'f
DMSION OF COM1\1lJNICATIONS

PUBLIC NOTICE REPORT OF
ALAN R. WICKHA.1\1

PCC960127

APPLICATION OF BELL ATLAJ.VnC - VIRGINIA, INC.
TO IMPLEMENT EXTE1'f'DED LOCAL SERVICE
FROM ITS CUMBERLA.l~ EXCHANGE INTO

CE~rRAL TELEPHO~"E COMPA.l'N OF VIRGINIA'S
PROSPECT EXCHANGE

January 17. 1997



APPLICATION OF BELL ATLANTIC - VIRGINIA, INC.
TO IMPLEME1'lT EXTENDED LOCAL SERVICE
FROMITSCL~BERL~~DEXCH&~GEINTO

CE~TR.u. TELEPHONE COMP.~"NOF
V1RGINIA'S PROSPECT EXC!IAl'fGE

CASE :'iO. PUC960127

BACKGROUND

Central Teiephone Company of Virginia (Centel) surveyed its Prospect exchange

customers fur Extended Local Sen"lce (ELS) into the Arvonia. Buckingham. C:-ew'e.

Cumberland. Dilhvyn. Keysville and Burkeville exchanges in response to a customer

petition filed pursuant to Virginia Code Section 56-484.2. ELS is flat rate t\vo-way

calling between two or more exchanges on a seven digit dialing basis. The resuit of the

poll was as fuilows:

Total Ballots ?'<trailed
Customers Responding
:-iumber of Responses:

Yes
:-io

959
391 (40.8%)

235 (60.1%)
156 (39.9%)

The proposal for ELS from the Prospect exchange into the exchanges mentioned

above met the polling requirements of § 56-484.1.

On September 13. 1996. BA-VA tiled an application pursuant to provisions of §

56-48..1-..2 proposing to norify irs Cumberland exchange subscribers of the increases in

monthly rates that \\iould be necessary for extending their local service to include the

Prospect exchange.

The Commission entered an Order Prescribing Notice of the application on

No\'ember 6. 10.:>6. Tne Company was ordered [Q publish notice in newspapers of



general circulation in the Cumberland exchange. A poB was not required because the

proposed rate increase ror one-party residential customers does not exceed five percent of

the existing one-parry montilly rate. Affected telephone customers were given until

December 30, 1996 La tiie comments or request a hearing on the proposal.

On Decembe:- 17. 1996. BA-VA tiled proof of notice as required by the

Commission's Order of~ovember 6. 1996. ~otice was published twice as display

advertising in The F:lrmville Herald and in the Richmond Times - Disoatch. No

comments or requests for a hearing were received in this Case.

PROPOSED RAIT INCREASES

Under chis proposal monthly rates in the Cumberland exchange would incres.se as

follo\',/s: t1at :-ate residential service. 50.07: residential exchange only service. $0.06:

residential message f1Ie or mes.sured ser"\ice. SO.05: residentiai economy service, 50.03;

business nat rate ser"\";ce. $0.28: business message rate or measured rate lines or trunks,

SO.06: nat r1te PBX cnmks. 50..+.1: and semi-public coin service. $0.16.

RECOi\1~IENDA TION

No further action should be laken in this Case until the public notice period ends

on February 10.199:. in GTE South·s Keysville exchange (Case No. PCC960138).



STATE CORPORATION CO:MNfISSION 9i 0830097
AT RICHMOND, AUGUST 25, 1997

APPLICATION OF

BELL ATLANTIC-VIRGIN:A, INC.

To imp1emenc extended local
service from ies Cumberland
exchange to Cencral Telephone
Company of Virgi~ia's Prospecc
exchange

FDTAL OR~E:R

C;£E NO. PUC960127

'''-::

..
~.~

---
On SepcemDer 13, 1996, Bell A~:'antic-VirS'i:1ia, Inc. ("BA-VA"

or lithe Company") filed an application with the State C~rporae.icr:

Commission ("Commission") pu:-suanc :~ the :::rovisicns of Va. eoce

§ 56-4:84.2. 3A-VA. proposed ::oc'::':v Cuwberland exchange

subscribers of the increases i~ monchly rates chat wouli be

necessarf to ex~end their local se~/ice to incluce the Prospect

excha~ge of the Central Telephone Company of Virgi~ia

("Cencral"). Customers in the Prospect exchange had previously

petitioned the Commission for local calling to Cumberland. In a

poll conducted in response to the pe:ition, a majority

Prospect cuscomers supported paying higher rates for lccal

calling to Cumberland. A poll of C~mberland subscribers in

response to this application was noe. requi:-ed unde:- Va. Code



§ 56-484.2(Al because the proposed rate increase does not exceed

5% of the existing monehly one-party residential rate.

By order iaeed ~ovember 6, 1996, the Commission directed 3A-

VA ~o pUDlish ~oeice of the proposed increase. Affected

telephone custGmers 'Jo/ere given uneil December 30, 1997, to file

comments or request a hearing on the proposal. No comments or

requests for ~ea~~ng we~e =eceived. On December 17, 1996 SA-VA

filed prGof of notice as recuired by the Commission'S November 6,

1996, order.

On Janua~! 17, :397, ~ne Commission'S Staff submitted its

report :.he ::8mpa:::y's . . .appi..:.c:at:..on. t.hat time, Staff

recommer..ded no f°.lrther ac':.ion should be ~aken in this case

uncil the public noc.:.ce peri8d ended cn ?ebruary 10, 1997 in GTE

South's application :OY ex:.er:ded local ser..rice ("ELSII) from its

Keysville exchange :'0 Centel's Prospect exchange (Case

No. PUC960l38). The Prospect customers' petition for ELS to

Keysville and C~mberland also included petitions for local

calling to five other exchanges, including the Arvonia exchange.

Telephone customers in the Arvonia exchange, however, voted

against ELS to Prospect in a poll conducted last year. For chis

reason, :::0 :ur:.ner ac:.ion was taken i~ this case until Prospect

customers could be g:..ven rrocice and opportunity to comment on ELS

2



at slightly lower races to :he six exchanges including

Cumberland, but excluding Arrcnia.

Centel provided such notice ~o ::s cuscomers in the Prospect

exchange pursuanc co Commission order dated May 20, 1997, in Case

No. PUC970031. Centel filed proof of noc~ce on July 25,

1997. Prospect customers were given until July 30, 1997, to file

comments or requesc a hearing. One comment supporting the

revised ELS proposal was received. Staff filed a report in Case

No. PUC970031 en August 13, 1997, recommendi~g approval of

Centel's application to expar..d the- local calling area of its

Prospect exchar..ge. Accordingly,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED ~~~!:

(1) The proposed extension of local se~rice from SA-VA's

Cumberland exchange to Cencel/s Prospect exchange shall be

implemented in a manner suitable to the two companies.

(2) The two companies shall implement :he tariff revisions

necessary for the proposed excension of local service.

(3) There being nothing further to come before the

Commission, chis docket is closed and the papers filed herein

shall be placed in the file for ended causes .

.~~ ATTESTED COpy hereof shall be sent by :he Clerk of the

Commission to: ll'l'arner'" Brundage, Jr., Esquire, Vice President,

3



General Counsel, and Secretarj, Bell Atlantic-Virginia, Inc.,

600 East Main Street, 24th ?loor, Richmond, Virginia 23219;

James B. Wrighc, Esquire, Senior At~orney, Cencral Telephone

Company of Virginia, 1411: Capi=al Boulevard, Wake ?orest, North

Carolina 27587-5900; Thomas 3. ~icho130n, Senior Assistant

Attorney General, Division of Consumer Counsel, Office of

Attorney General, 900 Ease Main Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219;

and the Commission's Division of Communications.

Ai=P1l0~T~
CIIrt at lIlf

Sta C4'DOrmJR Coll1llli:s$ion

4:
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

STATE CORPORAnON COMMISSION
DMSION OF COMMUNICATIONS

PUBUC NOTICE REPORT OF
ALAt'f R. WICIaIAM

PtiC970031

APPLlCATION OF ~'VTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF VIRGINIA
FORAT.iTHORITY TO PROVIDE NOTICE TO
ITS PROSPECT CUSTOMERS OF A REVISED
~~EDLOCALSER~CEPROPOSAL

Auaust 13, 1997

8043719069 PAGE.e01



APPLICATION OF CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF VIRGINIA
FOR AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE NOTICE TO
ITS PROSPECf CUSTOMERS OF A REVISED

EXTENDED LOCAL SERVICE PROPOSAL

CASE NO. PUC970031

On March 24, 1997, Central Telephone Company ofVirginia. (Centel) filed an

application requesting approval to provide public notice to its Prospect exchange customers

of a revised Extended Local. Service (ELS) proposal.

An Order Prescribing Notice was entered on May 20, 1997. The Order provided :he

follomng detailed background of events leading to Centel's application:

On May 15, 1995, telephone subscribers in Central
Telephone Company ofVirginia's Prospect exchange petitioned
me Virginia State Corporation Commission ("Commission") for
local calling to Arvonia, Buckingham, Crewe. Cumberland,
Dillwyn, Keysville, and Burkeville.

The Prospect customers were polled regarding dleir
willingness to pay an increase in m.onthly rateS for local C3lling to

.~onia,Buckingham. Crewe, CUIllberUnd, Dillwyn, Keysville,
and Burkeville. This survey passed 'N'itb. 60 percent favoring the
increased local calling area.

Cost studies were then completed for the exchanges calling
back to Prospect On May 10, 1996, Arvonia customers were
polled regarding their willingness to pay an inctease in monthly
rates for local calIing ,0 Prospect The survey wed 'N'ith. 65
percent voting against the expanded local calling area proposal.

Buckingham customers were provided with. public notice
and given until December 30, 1996. to file comments or request a
hearing on the proposal. No comments or requests for a hearing
were received.

AUG 13 '97 14:07
PAGE. 002



The remainder ofthe Centel exchanges (Crewe, Dillwyn,
and Burkeville) will n.ot experience an initial rate increase from the
expansion oftb.e local calling area and were not required. to rec::ive
public notic: in this case. Centei will noritY these customers of the
expansion oftheir calling area via bill message ifthe proposal is
approved.

Bell Atlantic custOmers in the Cumberland exchange were
provided with public notice and given until December 30, 1996, to
file comments or request a b.e3ring on the proposal. No comments
or requestS for a hearing were received.

GTE customers in the Keysville exchange were provided
with public notice and given until February 10, 1997, to file
comments or request a hc:3.ri.ng on the proposal. One comment was
received favoring the proposal.

As a result of the Arvonia cUStOmers rejecting the proposal..
the proposed monthly:ale changes for the Prospect customers to
call the remainder of the e."(changes (Buckingham, Crewe,
Cumberiand, Dillwyn, K~sville, and Burkeville) would decrease.
Centel has provided the Commission Staffwith a revised cost
study reflecting this.

c..~l believes it is appropriate ro reaffirm the interest of
the original proposal without the inclusion of calling to the
Arvonia exchange. Centel is requesting that the public notice be
provided to the Prospect customers stating that the Arvonia
customers voted down calling to Prospect, that the earlier ELS
proposal will be modified to remove Arvonia, and that the rates
\\till be reduced to reflect this change.

ewe! was ordaed. to publish n.once of the revised as proposal in newspapers of

general circulation in Prospect. Affected customers were given until July 30, 1997, to file

comments or request a hearing on the proposal. One comment favoring the proposal was

received.

On July 25, 1997, Centel filed proofof notice as required by the Commission's Order

ofMay 20. 1997. Notice was publishe4 twice in the Farmville,Herald..

2
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PROPO§ED RATE INCREASES

Under the revised proposal monthly rates in the Prospect exchange would increase as

follows: flat rate single-party residential service, $1.79; flat rate two-partY residential service,

$1.53; flat rate four-party residential service, S1.67; residential Optional Local Calling Plan

service, Sl.i8; flat rare single-party business service, S3.s0; flat rate two-party business

service, $3.10; fiat rate tOur-party business servic:, 53.26; fiat rate key, data, or Centrex key

trunk, 55.32; flarrate PBX or Centrex PBX crunk, 57.11; and custOmer owned coin or semi­

public coin service, $3.50.

RECOMMENDAnO~

Approval of Centel's applic3r:ion to expand jj,e local calling area 0f itS Prospect

exchange to include the Buckingham, Burkeville, Crewe, Cumberland. Dillwyn and

Keysville exchanges is recommended.

3
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STATE CORPORA.TION COMMISSION 97 0830094
AT RICHMOND, AUGUST 25, 1997

APPLIC.~TION OF

CENTRAL TEL2?ECNE COMP.~~

OF VIR-GINI-:;'

For aut~ori~v to provide
Notice to its Prospec~

Customers of revised
2LS ?roposal

CASE NO. ?UC970031

On May :'5, 1995,
~
,~

telephone subscribers i:1 Central Telephone--
"r:; .--:
.~ -"

Company of Vi=ginia's ("Centel" or "~~e Company") Prospect:

exc~ange peti:ioned the Virgi~ia State Corporation Commission

("Commission") :or ex:ended :"ocal se:::-'J'ice (EL5) to the Company's

Arvonia, 3uckingham, Crewe, Dillwyn, and Burkeville exc~anges,

the Cumberland exchange of Bell Aclantic-Virginia. Inc., and the

Keysville exc~ange of GTS SoUt~. Inc.

The Prospect customers were polled regarding their

willingness to pay an increase in monthly rates for local calling

to Arvonia, 3uckingham, Crewe, Dillwyn. Burkeville. Cumberland.

and Keysville. This su=vey passed with 60 percen= favoring the

increased local calling area.

Cost studies were then completed for the exchange calling

back to ?rospec:. On May 10, :996. A~~_onia customers were polled

regarding their willingness to pay an increase in monthly rates



for local calling to Prospect. The survey failed with 65 percent

voting agains~ t~e expanded local calling area proposal.

3uckingham customers were provided with public notice and

given ~ntil December 30, 1996, to comments or request a

hea~i~g on :he ?rcposal.

we!:":: ::-ecei.ved.

No comments or requests for a hearing

The re~ainder of che Cencel exchanges (Crewe, Dill'N¥U, and

3urkeville) will not experience an :.-ate inc:::-ease from the

expansion local calling area and were not required to

~eceive pub~ic ~oc~ce i~ this case. Centel will notify these

customers c: :~e expansion of :ne~r calling area via bill message

if the pro~csal ~s approved.

Bell Atlantic customers ~n the Cumberland exchange were

provided Wlcn public notice and glven ~ntil December 30, 1996, co

file comments or request a hearing on che p:::-oposal.

or requests for a hearing were received.

No comments

GTE customers in the Keysville exchange we:::-e provided with

public notice and given until 2ebrua~i 10, 1997, to file comments

or request a hearing on the proposal.

favoring the proposal.

One comment was received

As a :.-esul: of the Arvonia customers :.-ejecting the proposal,

the proposed mon~hly race changes for the Prospect customers co

2



call the remainder of the exchanges (Buckingham, Crewe,

Cumberlanc, Dillwyn, Keysville, and Burkeville) would decrease.

Centel or~vided the Commission Staff with a revised c~sc sc~dy

reflectinq chis.

Cente: filed an application March 24, 1997, for authority

provide nocice :0 ; ---~~ Prospec~ exchange customers of the revised

ELS proposal wich tbe removal of .~vonia and ~he resulting chanqe

in races.

By or=er 0: May 20, 1997, the Commission directed Ceneel to

publish nocice of the revised SLS proposal in the Prospect area.

Commer.ts or requeses for ~earing Here due by July 30, :997.

:997, Jivision of Communications fi:ed

report. ~he Staff noted c~a: Centel provided oraor of notice on

July 25, 1~97, and that one customer comment favoring the

proposal was received. The Staff Report recommends approval of

Centel's proposal to extend the local calling area of its

Prospect exchange to include the Buckingham, Crewe, Dillwyn,

Burkeville, Cumberland, and Keysville exchanges.

Accor=ingly, IT IS OR~ERED TS~T:

(1) ~he proposed extension of local service from Centel's

Prospect exchange to its 3uckingham, Crewe, Dillwyn, and

Burkeville exchanges; to Bell Atlantic'S Cumberland exchange; and

3



to GTE's Keysv~lle exchange shall De implemented in a manner

suitable to che companies.

(2) The c8mpanies shall :mnlemenc the tariff ~evisions

necessary for the proposed excension of local serIice.

(3) The~e Dei~g nothing fur~her to come before the

Commission, chis docket is closed and the papers filed herein

shall be placed in che file for ended causes.

AN ATTESTS~ COpy hereof shall be sent by che Cle~k of the

Commission to: James B. Wright, Ssqui~e, Central Teleohone

Company or Virgi~ia, 14111 Capical Blvd., Wake Forese, Noreh

Carolina 27587; :oe W. Foscer, 2s~~ire, GTE Service Corporacion,

4100 N. Roxboro Road, Durham, North Carolina 27702; Richard D.

Gary, 2s~~ire, Eunton & Williams, Riverfront Plaza, Ease Tower,

951 East Byrd Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219-4074; Stephen C.

Spencer, Regional Director, Excernal Affairs, GTE South, One

James Cencer, 1602, 901 Sast Cary Street, Richmond, Virginia

23219; Warner F. 3rundage Jr., Esquire, Bell Atlantic-Virginia,

Inc., P.O. Box 27241, Richmond, Virginia 23261; Thomas 3.

Nicholson, Esquire, Office or the Atto~ney General, 900 East Main

Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219 and the Commission's Division of

Communications.

Ai~':"~T~
CINt 01 lIM

SIaII CoIoorauon~ .
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Attachment A

DOCUMENT OFF-LINE

This page has been substituted for one of the following:

o An oversize page or document (such as a map) which was too large to be scanned
into the RIPS system.

the ~
Mi rofilm, microform, certain photographs or videotape.

Other materials which, for one reason or another, could
RI S system.

not be scanned into

The actual document, paqe (s) or materials may be reviewed by contacting an Information
Technician. Please note the applicable docket or rulemaking number, document type and
any other relevant information about the document in order to ensure speedy retrieval
by the Information Technician.



§ 56-484.2 PUBUC SERVICE COMPAJ."aES

ARTICLE 4.

Extension and Reduction of Telephone Service

§ 56-484.2

§ S()...484.2. Extension or reduction upon paU at cert:t.in subscribers.
- A. Upon petition of five percent but in llO c:JSe less man rwenry-iive of the subscribers in an
established telephone exchange for an extension or reduction of their lOC3! service area to include or
exclude a contiguous local ~xchange or excilanges. or upon resolution of tile governing body of a county
for a countyWide local service area. me Commission shall~ me approximaI:e change in che monrhly
rate for service which will result from sucil. ~ion or reduction. In the case of a governing body
resolution for counrywide calling, !:he Commission, prior to estimating tile JPproxim.ate rare change. shall
determine which exchanges within the county have a community of interest callingper~e chat is iifty
percent or greater in at least one direction to 3I least one ather excilange within the county. Tne
Commission shall then undertake to estimare me approxim3re change in d1e monthly rare for service chat
will result from such expanded local. calling area for each suclJ. excilange. The Commission shall order
the affected company or companies to poll those subscri~~ whose monthly rare for service would change
if the proposed changes were adopted. However, poils shall llOt be required in the exchange or
exchanges to which the petitioners desire an ~ion of ioc3i. service if (i) any resulting rate increases
in any twelve-month. period do aoe. in the aggregare, exc:ed five per~ of the ~xisting mondlly one­
party residential flat rare service for the aifected excil.ange ro which the petitione....s desire an ~rension

of local service or (ii) any resulting !'2Ie incre3Ses in any cweive-month period. in the aggregate, exceai
five percent solely due to rate regrouping. No more man one letition for a poll from the same group
of subscribers or resolution from me governing OOdy of a ,;cuney 5ila.ll be ,,;onsidered by the Commission
during any three-year period. For purposes of dete....mining the exchanges that will oe paned pursuant
to chis subsection. •co771J1ZUl1iry oj intereSt cai1ing percentage· :ne:ms the percentage of cusromers in :m
exchange that make one or more calls per :nonm ~ anomer excilange within the county.

B. If a poll is required pursuant to subsection A md a majority of the subscribers are in fuvor or' the
proposed change, or if the Commission dece:rmines d1at 3. majority of suosc:ibers voting :ire in favor of
the proposed change. the Commission shall order me extension or reduaion of !:heir loC3l service Jrea.
For the purposes of this section. me number of subscribers i.n an ~Iished teiephone exchange shall be
deemed to be the number of subscribers in an exchange 3S of January 1 of the c:l1endar year when the
petition is submitted to the Commission. Ballors polling subscribers on a proposed~ae in loc:ll service
area shall be counted sixty days after being mailed :md the results certified to die Commission.

C. If a pon is not required pursuant to subsection A, the Commission shall require notice ro .;usr.omers
in exchanges in which polls are not required and shall convene a hearing on the proposed extension or
reduction of the local ca.lling area if the lesser of five percent or 150 of the customers within such
exchanges request a hearing. The Commission may convene a hearing lIIIder this subsection on irs own
motion without regard to the number of custOmers who request a hearing.

D. Where the governing body of 3. county passes a resolution for a .:ountywide IoC3l service area
under subsection A and the poll for such service is defeated, the governing body shall reimburse the
affected company or companies for the costs of the poll.

E. The Commission shall give !:he highest priority to petitions or resolutions presented under
subsection A that involve exchanges in rural are3S. (1976, c. 265; 1978, c. 232; 1985, c. 382; 1990, c.
339; 1993, c. 974; 1994, cc. 180, 347; 1995, c. 466.)

The 1994 amendments. - The 1994 amendment
by c. 180, deleted the former next-<o-iast senlenCe in
subsection A, which provided: 'If subscriber poils are
not required, the Commission shall proo:ed pursuant to
the provisions of § 56-237.2'; and added subsection C.

1994 amendment by c. 347, in the first sente.l1ce of
subsection E, deleted ·that more than fifty pen:ent of
the subscribers have voted in the pool and" foUowing
•determines, • and substituted •subscribers· for •these.•

The 1995 amendment, in subsection A. inserted
•or upon resolution of the governing body of I county
for & councywide loca1 service area· in chc fuse
sentence; added the present second and third seJltenees;

insetted •or resolution from the governing body of :1

county' in the prese:1t sixdl sencence, and added the
sevendl sentence; and added subsections D and E.
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